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1. Claims 8-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 

The structure of the "base" in claims 8 and 20 is unclear, especially in view of 
the bracket connection recitations of claims 14 and 15. 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 
U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office 
action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless -- 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or 
in public use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for 
patent in the United States. 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as 
set forth in section 102 of this title, if the* differences between the subject matter sought to be 
patented and the prior art arc such that the subject mailer t is a whole 1 would have been obvious at 
the time the 1 invention was made 1 to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject 
matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was 
ma de. 

3. Claims 8-12 and 17-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Baxter, Sr. 

Baxter discloses a wastewater treatment system having an aeration tank (34) 
within a settling tank having upper (38) and lower (36) portions, a communicating 
base below the aeration tank (the straight lower portion of the sidewalls 48) with gas 
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diffusers (50), with both the aeration and settling tanks having lower conical portions 
(42, 49), and with a baffled outlet communicating with the outer tank (44, see also 
figures 16A-B), a raw liquid inlet communicating with the inner tank (32), and with a 
skimmer disposed in the clearance between the tanks (see Figures 15A-C), as claimed. 

4. Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Baxter in view of Singer. 

Claim 13 differs from Baxter in recitation of a bracket connecting the tanks. It 
is well known to use brackets to connect internal and external tanks, as exemplified 
by Singer (14, 18). It would therefore have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in 
the art to add brackets between the tanks of Singer, to improve stability. 

5. Claims 1-7 are allowed. 

The recitation of a skimmer having an intake assembly defining an intake 
passageway and having a first section with an intake opening connected to a second 
section by a flexible coupling, a collar with a buoyant member on the exterior surface 
of the first section near the intake opening, an outlet passage having a lower end in 
communication with the second section of the intake assembly, and a gas inlet 
disposed in the outlet passage patentably distinguishes over the prior art of record. 

6. Claim 20 would be allowable if rewritten or amended to overcome the 
rejection(s) under 35 U.S.C. 112 set forth in this Office action. 
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Claim 16 would be allowable if rewritten to overcome the rejection(s) under 35 
U.S.C. 112 set forth in this Office action and to include all of the limitations of the 
base claim and any intervening claims. 

The recitation of a wastewater treatment system having an aeration tank 
within a settling tank having upper and lower portions, a communicating base 
below the aeration tank, with an outlet communicating with the settling tank, a raw 
liquid inlet communicating w ith the aeration tank, and with a skimmer disposed in 
the clearance between the tanks, wherein the skimmer comprises an intake assembly 
in the settling tank with first and second sections connected by a flexible coupling 
and a collar with a buoyant member disposed around the opening, and an outlet 
passage communicating with the intake passage and the aeration tank patentably 
distinguishes over the prior art of record. 

7. Claims 14 and 15 would be allowable if rewritten to overcome the 
rejection(s) under 35 U.S.C. 112 set forth in this Office action and to include all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

The recitation of a wastewater treatment system having an aeration tank 
within a settling tank having upper and lower portions, a communicating base 
below the aeration tank, with an outlet communicating with the settling tank, a raw 
liquid inlet communicating with the aeration tank, and with a skimmer disposed in 
the clearance between the tanks, wherein the aeration and settling tanks are 
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connected by a bracket along the length of the base and a second bracket along a 
fraction of the length of the base patentablv distinguishes over the prior art of record. 

8. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered 
pertinent to applicant's disclosure. 

Other references of interest include Etlin, Bernard, Holdeman, Burwell, Wilson, 
Faircloth, Horsley, Norcross, Dennis and Nichols. 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to 
Christopher Upton at telephone number (703) 308-3741. 
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